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upheaval that could not be kept within the bounds of reason
and common sense. In essentials he looked upon political
and social problems in much the same way as the normal
Conservative Royalists, and differences between them, were
mainly matters of degree: the Liberal thought the authority
of the King should.be rather less and that of Parliament rather
more, but fundamental conceptions of society were closely akin.
Montesquieu was his prophet and England his model.
The inspiration of the Democrat is to be found in the many-
sided influence of Rousseau. It has in particular two aspects,
the filiation of which can be easily traced : an unshakable belief
in the sovereignty of the people as a dogma, to be followed to
its extreme conclusions, and here we recognize the Rousseau
of the Contrat Social; and — usually — a deep love for
the people and pity for their condition, that obviously goes
back to the passionate and compassionate Rousseau of the
Discours, and beyond him to the unpolitical emotions of a
Fenelon, a Vauban, a La Bruyere, a St Vincent de Paul. The
Democrat is therefore an enthusiast of the Revolution in all
its aspects. Politically, lie can but welcome the downfall of
the Monarchy, the abolition of privileges, the end of anything
in fact which is in any sense a negation of popular sovereignty.
Without necessarily approving of the excesses of revolutionary
rule, while in fact often blaming the Terror as severely as
anyone, he nevertheless maintains that, taken as a whole, the
Revolution was a good thing, and that the aim of politics
must be the working out, in all aspects of French life, of the
implications of revolutionary principle. On the social side he
sees in the Revolution the liberation of peasant and worker
from the tyranny of landlord and archaic corporation; here
the work of the Revolution appears to him to have been an
unmixed blessing,
He is, therefore, the champion of the revolutionary tradition
in its integrality, sometimes stressing more its message of
liberation from all restraints and shackles, its message to the
individual, sometimes dwelling rather on the abstract idea of
popular sovereignty and its consequences. But in few, if any,
prominent Democrats do we fail to find both the elements
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